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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OTTER) (during the vote). The Chair re-
minds Members there are 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote.

0 1904

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, my flight was in-
evitably delayed leading to circumstances be-
yond my control. Therefore | was not able to
be present for the record votes on Tuesday,
March 4, 2003.

Had | been present | would have voted in
the affirmative for: H. Res. 106—Congratu-
lating Lutheran schools, students, parents,
teachers, administrators, and congregations
across the Nation for their ongoing contribu-
tions to education, and for other purposes; H.
Con. Res. 54—Honoring Visiting Nurses Asso-
ciation; and H. Res. 111—Honoring the legacy
of Fred Rogers and his dedication to creating
a more compassionate, kind, and loving world
for children and adults.

————

MAKING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME
ON WEDNESDAY, MARCH 5, 2003,
CONSIDERATION OF H.J. Res. 27,
COMMENDING MEMBERS OF U.S.
ARMED FORCES

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that it be in order
at any time on Wednesday, March 5,
2003, to consider in the House H.J. Res.
27; that the joint resolution be consid-
ered as read for amendment; that the
joint resolution be debatable for 1 hour
equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices; and that the previous question be
considered as ordered on the joint reso-
lution to final passage without inter-
vening motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

————

MAKING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME
ON THURSDAY, MARCH 6, 2003,
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 13, MU-
SEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES
ACT OF 2003

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that it be in order
at any time without intervention of
any point of order on Thursday, March
6, 2003, to consider in the House H.R. 13;
that the bill be considered as read for
amendment; that the bill be debatable
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for 1 hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Education and the Workforce; and that
the previous question be considered as
ordered on the bill to final passage
without intervening motion except one
motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

——————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 332

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina.
Mr. Speaker, | ask unanimous consent
that my name be removed as a cospon-
sor of H.R. 332.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina?

There was no objection.

———

THE BALANCE ACT OF 2003

(Ms. LOFGREN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, a mas-
sive digital revolution is unfolding be-
fore our very eyes. Like most break-
throughs in the past, this revolution
has provoked deep concern and sus-
picion within the entertainment indus-
try. In response Congress enacted the
Digital Millennium Copyright Act.

However, the law is flawed. It threat-
ens fair use and First Amendment
rights by imposing strict liability on
the circumvention of technical restric-
tions. It has the potential to destroy
the First Sale doctrine and to extend
copyright terms in perpetuity. And in
practice, it has chilled technological
development and competition. That
was especially evident last week when
a Federal judge, citing the DMCA,
issued an injunction chilling competi-
tion in the market for printer car-
tridges which have nothing to do with
copyrights.

Today | am introducing the BAL-
ANCE Act of 2003 which seeks to re-
store the traditional balance of copy-
right law. | hope this bill will help
move all parties toward the ultimate
goal, a robust digital marketplace
where DRM protects copyright holders,
where the IT industry has freedom to
create new and exciting devices and
where consumers are given a broad
array of lawful alternatives that are af-
fordable, reliable, secure, and respect-
ful of their legal rights and expecta-
tions.

———

A JUDGE’S OPINION

(Mr. CARTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, as a
Texas State district judge for 20 years,
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I am aware, very aware, of the attor-
ney-client privilege. This is one privi-
lege that has withstood the challenge
of liberal courts and is broader than
the fifth amendment’s protection
against self-incrimination.

In the case of Swendler versus U.S.,
the Supreme Court ruled that the at-
torney-client privilege is so important
it extends beyond the grave. We all re-
call Vince Foster, Clinton’s deputy
chief of staff, who investigated
Travelgate. After Kkilling himself, the
Republican special prosecutor sought
records from his attorney but was not
able to get them because the Courts
ruled that the attorney-client privilege
survives the client’s death to promote
a full and frank communication be-
tween client and counsel.

Similar records are now being sought
from Miguel Estrada today, and he is
being refused confirmation because of
those records.

Mr. Speaker, what is wrong with this
picture? In this judge’s opinion, Miguel
Estrada deserves to sit on the bench of
the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals and
should not be kept from it because he
keeps sacred one of its oldest privi-
leges.

————
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

——
TITLE IX

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, in 1972
Title I1X became law. Title IX prohibits
discrimination in education programs
or educational activities based on gen-
der. This has resulted in significant
gains in women athletic participation.
It has been a great thing for a great
many people. From 1972 to 1999, there
has been a tenfold increase in women’s
athletic participation at the high
school and the college level. At the
NCAA level, the increase was from
30,000 to 157,000 athletes, roughly a 500
percent increase.

However, there is another side, Mr.
Speaker, to Title IX. Between 1985 and
2001, we lost 57,000 male college ath-
letes. During that same period, we
gained 52,000 female athletes at the col-
lege level, almost the same in number.
Between 1992 and 1999, there were 386
men’s collegiate teams that were
eliminated.
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Mr. Speaker, 171 of those were men'’s
wrestling teams. The most common
reason given for the elimination of
these programs was to comply with
title IX.

Recently, the Secretary of Education
established a 15-member commission to
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